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XII. Interpretation of Two Punic Inferiptions, 
on the Reverfes of two Siculo-Punic Coins, 
published by the Prince di Torremuzza, 
and never hitherto explained. In a Tetter 
to Mi Maty, M. D. Sec . R. S. from the 
Rev* John Swinton, B. D. F. R. S. Cuftos 
Archivorum of the Univerfty of Oxford, 
Member of the Academy degli Apatifti at 
Florence, and of the Etrufcan Academy 
of Cortona in Tufcany, 

Dear Sir, 


Read April H E two Punic legends, of which 

17711 * Jl I am now to attempt an interpre¬ 

tation, have been published, together with five others, 
by the Prince (1) di Torremuzza, in his volume of 
ancient inferiptions, printed at Palermo, in 1769, 
As the coins, on which they have been preferved, 
feem extremely curious, and are unnoticed by any 
other author; the Royal Society will indulge me the 
liberty of tranfmitting them my fentiments of thole 
very valuable remains of antiquity, in this paper, 
drawn up in the (horteft and moll concife manner 


(1) Sic!/, et oljacent. infular. Veter, infeript. nov . collet}, &c. 
clafli XX. pi 29a, 293. Panormi, 1769. 
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L 

The firflof thefe minute infcriptions, (SeeTAB.HL 
jn. 7.) which is the firft of thofe publillied (2) by the 
Prince di Torremu2za, in the place here referred to, 
adornsa fine Punic tetradrachm, as it thou Id feem, well 
enough preferved } which on one fide prefents to our 
view the head of a woman, and three fifties j but, on 
the reverfe, the head of an horfe, behind which ftands a 
palm tree, attended by an infeription, in the exergue, 
formed of feven Punic letters. The workmanfhip, 
as well as the types, is probably fimilar to that of the 
lilver medals of Menas, by me defcribed and ex¬ 
plained, in (3) one of my former papers. 

The firft of the letters, of which this infeription is 
compofedj will be allowed an Ain of the ufual Punic 
form. This may be collected from the (4) coins of 
Menae, juft mentioned, as well as others, that might 
eafily be produced. The fecond fee ms to be Nun. 
But it has been inaccurately taken, and is in reality 
Mem. This is likewife dearly evinced by the 
(5) legends on the reveries of other fimilar Sicuio- 
Punic coins. The third is undoubtedly the Punic 


(aj Ibid- p- 29,2.. 

(3) Pkilofaph.Tranjc&. Vo!, LIV. Tab. xi. n, 1. p. gq, 404. 

(4) Philcfaph. TranfaB. ubi fup, 

(5) Philofopb’. TranfaB. ubi fup. D. Bernard. Aldret. Far. 
Jbitiguedad. de Efpan. &c.. p, 577—18,0. I>. Vincen. Juan de 
Laftanof, Muf.ds.las Medal, defconocid. Efpawol , Tab. 45. En 
liuefca, 1645. Peiler. Reeueil de Medaill. &c, Tom.. Trois. p. 
22. p!. 88. n. 5. A Paris, 1763, Memoir, de Litterat. de FAcadem. 
ties hfeript. & Bell. Lettr. &c. Tom. Treat icm, p, 417, p). ii. 

9, J 5 U A. Paris, sj.64, 

C» 
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of Poenician Samech (6), nearly as it appears in the fa¬ 
mous Maltefe infcription, and not unlike the form of 
that element exhibited by one of thofe found atCitium, 
now in the Bodleian Library, Oxon. The fourth 
and fixth are fo (7) like the Punic and Phoenician 
Gbimel that they cannot well pafs for any other ele¬ 
ment. The fifth is manifeftly Hbetb (8), though it 
feems to have fomewhat fuffered from the injuries of 
time. The feventh (9): greatly refembles the moft 
common figure of Thau, and therefore we cannot be 
much miftaken if we take it for that letter. The 
powers of the Punic characters forming the in- 
Jcription landing thus, we may, I conceive, read the 
whole AM SEGHEGT, or SEGEGTH, which is 
but a fmall variation from the word SEGESTE, or 
SEGESTA, the Greek and Latin name (10) of a con- 
fiderable maritime city of Sicily, not far from Eryx, 
where money was coined,, after the Greeks (t 1) had 
poffefled themfelves of the place. The medal there¬ 
fore adorned with this minute Punic infcription may, 
without any impropriety, be fuppofed to have been, 
emitted from the mint at Segefta, as the Punic words, 
AM SEGHEGT, or SEGEGTH, POPVLVS 
SEGESTAN VS, appear upon it, when the Cartha- 


(6) Philcfbpb „ Tran fail, ubi fup. Vol. L 1 V. Tab. xxii. p„ 
394* Memoir, de Litterat * ubi fup. 

(7} Philofopb. Tranfafl. ubi fup. Tab. xxiv, p, 408, 4C 9. 

( 8 ) Philofopb . Tranjafi* ubi fup. p. 404. & Tab. xxiv. 

(.9) Philofopb * TranfaB. Vol* LIV* Tab* xi. p. 99. & Tab,, 
xxiv. p 404* 

(io) Chrifh Cellar. Nptit. Orb. Amiqu, Lib. II. e. xii. jv 
til) Fil. Parut. La S:Jt\ Num* in Nurcvdi Segefh 


gimaas 
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gjnLans we^g; ti-jafters; ©futhaticityi an<^dCCUj)I©d all 
the adjacent territory' appertaining to it. 

That the Carthaginians were actually pofleffed, for 
ascertain period, of that part of Sicily where Etyx 
find Segefta had their fituation, does hot only appear 
(12) from antient hiftory,. but iikewife from a long 
Punic infcription, found, at the former of thofe placCS; 
This infcription has been (13) published by the 
Prince di Torremuzzk, who -extracted it from Sig. 
Antonio Cordici’s manufcript diiftory Of Eryxv WfhE 
a copy of whicn he was fupplied by Sig. Dominica 
Schiavo, in the very vaiuable and learned work men¬ 
tioned in the beginning of this paper. 

That fuch rough and uncouth 1 words as SEG- 
SEGEGTH,fwith vowels fcarce fuffici- 
ent to form, or facilitate, 5 the pronunciation, were not 
unknowp to the Carthaginians; we may in$f from 
the words SBAQTNI. ENGKARA, ESCQVAR, 
FlEGIiV,GHERQ, 1GHASESC; and many others 
thatocpur in the remains of the ancierttPbhie tongue^ 
which (14) ,at prefent exifl in the 1 wernaciiter ' : lah£' 
gpagpofi ^ Maltefe. 

P\oms 5 what haa beferf here advanced. It- is incon- 
teftably. clear,, that SEGESTEj Or SEGESTA, is a 
word of a Punic origin; which, indeed, has been 
pbferved by the 5 famous Bochart. That learhed au- 

(12) Polyb. Diod/ Sic^I/iy. 0 rof. &c. Ifo/v. i/j/?. Vol. vi. 
pY et alib; Lond. 1742. 

(* 3 ) SiciL et oi?jacent+ f & c * 

•claflV'fcx;* ^9/.- "Pa norm i, 1769. 

(14) Canonico G i©-PU&r ; Ejapcefpo;? SoWanis, ia 

Dizicnar. Pmico»Mia*iif* “pafli In Roma, 1750* 

a thor 
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thor has (15) fufficiently exploded the fabulous ac¬ 
count of Acefta, the pretended founder of Segefta, 
given us by fome of the ancient writers; though, 
for want of the afliftance of the Punic coin before 
me, he could not hit upon the true name the city 
now in view, at lead when the medal I am con- 
fidering firft appeared, went under amongft the 
Carthaginians* 

As no chronological characters occur on the piece 
confidered here, the time when it was ftruck can¬ 
not, with any precifion, be afcertained. That ope¬ 
ration muft, however, have preceded the conclufion 
of the firft Punic war; fince the Carthaginians, by the 
treaty of peace which terminated that war, ceded 
the (16) whole of their pofleflions in the ifland of 
Sicily to the Romans. Nay, the medal I am en¬ 
deavouring to throw fome light upon was probably 
prior, perhaps many years, to the furrender of 
Segefta (17) to the Romans, in the beginning of the 
firft Punic war, when the inhabitants of Segefta put 
the African garrifon there to the fword, about 258 
years before the birth of Christ; the Carthagi¬ 
nians feeming never to have been poffefied of this 
ancient city, after that tragical event, 

(15) Sam. Bochart. Chan. lib. I. c. 27. p. 563, 564. Fraa- 
cofurci ad Moenum, 1681. 

(16) Polyb. Llv. Orof. Zonar. &e. Univ. Hiji. Vol. ri. 
Lond. 1742. 

Polyb. Diod; Sic. Llv. Orof. &c. Univ. Hift. Vol. vi» 
p. 829. Lond. 1742. 


II. The 



[ 96 ] 


11 . 

The fecond of the two abovementioned (See Tab. 
III. n. 8.) infcriptions, which is the fixth of thofe pub- 
Klhed, in the place above refered to, by the Prince di 
Torremuzza, is compofed of feven letters. Of thefe 
the firft and fecond are undoubtedly Ain and Mem , as 
we may certainly infer from a fimilar infcription, on 
the reverfes of other Punic coins, that have been (18) 
heretofore explained. The third rauft be He, as it 
fo (19) much refembles a form of the Greek Epjilon ; 
the antient figures of the fifth element in the Greek, 
Phoenician, and Samaritan alphabets having (20) 
been originally the fame. The fenfe of the infcrip¬ 
tion feems likewife abfolutely to require this. The 
fourth letter is apparently Mem (21), as will be al¬ 
lowed by every one in the lead acquainted with the 
ancient Siculo-Punic, and Siculo-Phcenician, cha- 
ra&ers. The fifth is Hheth , or Heth, as we may 
colled: from (22) other medals, fimilar to that on 


( 18 ) Pbilofopb, TranfaSl. Memoir, de Litter at. de l'Acad. des 
Infcript. & Bell. Lett. & c. D. Bern. Aldret. D. Vincen. Juan 
de Laftanos. Peller. ubi fup. 

(19) Sig. Haverc. de Lit. Grac. Dijfert. p. 248, 249 Vid. 
Syllog . Scriptor. qui de ling. Grac. reft, pronuntiat. &c. Lugduni 
Batavorum, 1736. 

(20) Vid. Hadr. Reland. D. Bern, de Montfauc. Don Luis 
Jofeph Velazquez, Chifii. aliofque Scriptor. quam plurim. 

(21) Pbilofopb. Tranfaft. Memoir, de Litter at. de l'Acad, des 
Infcript. & Bell. Lettr. (Ac. Aldret. Laftanof. Peller. &c. ubi 
fup. 

(22) Pbilofopb. Tranfa, ft. Vol. L 1 V. Tab. xxiy. p. 408, 409. 
& Tab. xi. n. 1. p. 99, 404.. 

which 
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which this legend has been preferved. Part of this 
element, however, has been defaced by the injuries 
of time ; which to denionftration appears (23), not 
only from coins already publifhed, but likewife from 
others preferved in the cabinets of the great and the 
curious, to which eafy accefs may be had. The 
fixth muft be Nun, as we may conclude from all the 
abovementioned (24) coins. The draught of it, how¬ 
ever, given us by the Prince di Torremuzza, feems 
fomewhat to refemble one of the forms of Mem , and 
therefore it was probably not taken with the ut« 
raoft accuracy 5 the Prince, perhaps, not being fo 
thoroughly converfant with the various figures of the 
Siculo-Punic, and Siculo-Phcenician, letters, and 
learned men but little acquainted with thofe figures 
pretty frequently miftaking one fimilar letter for 
another. This character likewife is apparently different 
from the form of Mem, in the fame infcription, and 
feems not a little to refemble the ufual form of Nun ; 
as will appear to every one, examining it with proper 
attention. The feventh is than, as will be admitted, 
I believe, by every one verfed in this branch (25) 
of literature. The infcription, therefore, of which 
I am at prefent attempting an interpretation, is formed 
of the two words nanon W, AM HAMMA- 
HANOTH, HAMMEHNOTH, or HAMME- 
NOTH, POPVLVS MENENIVS, or MENA- 

(23) Pbilofiph. Tranfaft. Vol. LIV. p. 99 , 404, & Tab. xi. n. 
1. p. 99. Memoir . dt Litterat. &c. ubi iup. Pi. II. n. 7, 8, 9, 
10,12. p.417. Aid ret. Laftanof. Peller. &c. ubi fup. 

( 2 4) PbiloJ. Tran/. Mem. de Litterat. &c. A dret. Liftanof. 
Peller. ibid. 

(25) Barthel. Peller. &c. 

Vol. LXI. 


O 


RVM 
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RVM POPVLVS, as we may find rendered incon- 
teftable by other (26) fimilar coins. 

In Hebrew the prefix rt is not feldom added to the 
(27) beginning of the proper names of provinces, 
cities, and towns. So .♦yprttN AND VIEW¬ 
ED AI. jehof. vii. 2. bfttn p, FROM 

SHITTIM TO GILGAL. Mich. vi. 5. njHttl 
AND ALL THE CITIES OF GILE¬ 
AD, Jehof. xiii. 25. To which I could add many 
more inftances of the fame mode of expreffion, that 
might, with equal facility, be produced. As the 
Punic and Phoenician languages therefore (28) a- 
greed in moll points with the Hebrew, we may na¬ 
turally fuppofe the Phoenician, or Carthaginian, in¬ 
habitants of Menae to have imprefled the words 
flJUDn OIV AM HAMMENOTH, upon their 
moft ancient coins. 

The medal, which has conveyed down to us this 
infcription, through fuch a feries of ages, is of the 
tetradrachmal form, and of a very confiderable anti¬ 
quity. It has a place aftigned it in the (29) very 
valuable cabinet of the Prince di Torremuzza, 
though he has not favoured us with a draught of it. 
On one fide it exhibits the head of a woman, god- 
defs, or tutelary deity of the place where it was 
flruck, with three fifties fporting round it j and on 

(26) Phil. Tran]?. Mem. de Litter at* & 'c. Aldret. Laftanof. 
Peller* ubi fup. 

(a/) Johan * Buxtorf* Thefuttr* Grammar Ling, Hebr-* 

y* 38$. Bafilese, 1651 •; 

(2:8) Sam. Bochart. Chan. lib. II, c. i. Phllofopk Tranfaff* 
VoL Lilly p. 292. & Vo]* LIV, P..134. 

(29) SiciL et objacent., infular . vete?\ inf crip t, nw. colle£f*&f± 
tiaff. xx. p* 293* Pauormi^ 1769, 

the 
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the reverfe a horfe’s head, under which appear? the 
infcription, that is one of the principal objects of 
my attention, in this paper. It will be almoit need- 
lefs to remark, that the harfe’s head is one of the molt 
ufual fymbols on the reverfes of the antient Cartha¬ 
ginian coins. 

With regard to the third character here, taken by 
me for He , I would beg leave to remark, that it is 
the crefcent, or lunated form of the Greek Epjilon-, 
which was a figure of that element of a pretty high 
antiquity, though not the (30) firfl ufed by the 
Greeks. That it was as early in Sicily as Julius 
Caefar’s days, has been proved from (31) the coins of 
Entella, coeval with that emperor., And that it was 
known in Italy many years, perhaps feveral genera¬ 
tions, before (3 2) the finishing ftroke was given to 
the Roman republic, is clearly evinced by a moll 
curious minute Greek fepulchral infcription, publilh- 
ed by P. D. Gianfrancefco Baldini, of which a par¬ 
ticular account will be found; in the very valuable 
work referred to here; ; Nay, in Greece it feems to 
have along time preceded this monument(33), as 
may be inferred from two minute infcriptions pre- 
ferved on two antient Greek: ftatues of Speufippus 
and Xenocrates, mentioned by a very learned 
modern author. It may therefore, with fufficient 

(30) Sig. Haverc. De Lit. Grac. Differt. p. 248,249'. in Sylloge 
Scriptor. qui de ling. Grist, tier; et fi£t. prbkun. &c. Lugtlun. 
Batavorum, 1736. 

(31) Fil. Parut. La Sic/l. num. Tab. cxiv. n. 2, 3. Sig. Hav. 
ubi fup. 

(32) Sag. di Dijfertax. Accademich. di Carton. Tom. II. p; 
157. In Roma, 1738. 

(33) Sig. Haverc. ubi fup. p. 248. 

O 2 pro- 
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propriety, be fuppofed as ancient as at leaf! the later 
ages of the Carthaginian empire in Sicily, if not 
much older. That the moft ancient form of the 
Creek Epfilon was alfo fometimes imprefled upon the 
Punic medals of Menae, is rendered inconteftable by 
a moft valuable tetradrachm of that city, publiftied 
( 34 ) hy M. Pellerin. The firft letter of the legend, 
on the reverfe of that tetradrachm, is the Punic Ain, 
not very accurately taken; and the third is undoubt¬ 
edly the oldeft Phoenician, Samaritan, and Greek 
figure of He or Epfihn y brought by Cadmus out of 
Phoenicia, and reprefenting, according (35) to Euri- 


(34J Peller. Resueil de MedailL &c, Tom. Troif. p. 22 * pi. 
88. n. 8. A Paris, 1763. The city of Menae, the Mmm of 
Ptolemy, was built by Deucetius, king of the Siculi, butfubjeft 
to the Carthaginians, from the days^of Dionyftus the elder, king 
of Syracufe, to the time of Timoleon, the Corinthian, according 
to Diodorus Siculus ; in fome part of which interval, the piece 
I have been confidering, as well as all others fimilar to it, was 
probably (truck. From Menae's being a town of the Siculi, 
and inhabited by them and the Greeks, M. Barthelemy infers, 
that it never was fubjedt to the Carthaginians, and that there¬ 
fore the piece in queftion could not poflibly have made its firft 
appearance there. But the former of thefe affertions is exprefsJy 
contradicted by Diodorus Siculus, and therefore the latter of 
them mail neceffarily fall to the ground. Of this the learned 
antiquary above-mentioned feems to have been fufHciently aware, 
when he declares, that he does not give us for demonftration 
what he has advanced on this head. I mufl beg leave here far¬ 
ther to remark, that the word flJHD cannot well he tranflated 
Caitra here, as the proper names of cities are generally, if not 
always, pointed out to us, by the legends on the reverfes of fuch 
coins. Diod, Sic. lib. xi. c. 76. Vid. etiam lib. xii. xiii. 
xiv. See the JJniv* Hift , Vol. VII. p. 535. Lond. 1747. 

($S) Furipid* et Agath. Tragic, apud Athen. Veipnofopb* 

pides. 
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jndes, and Agathon, in Athenaeus, an obliquated 
trident. That infcription is formed of the very fame 
letters with thofe that confHtute the legend I am con- 
fidering, and confequently will admit of the lame 
interpretation. Nor can this be matter of furprizc 
to thofe who confider, not only that the firft figure 
of the Greek Epjilon was (36) borrowed from the 
earlier Phoenicians, but likewife that the later form 
of that element, which was alfo fufficiently ancient, 
as I have here inconteftably proved, might likewife 
have been deduced from a later figure of the Phoe¬ 
nician, or Punic, He, in a country chiefly occupied 
by the Greeks (37), Phoenicians, and Carthaginians, 
for a very confiderable period. And that this was 
really the cafe, from the legend on the reverie of the 
coin of which I am now attempting an interpretation, 
feems abundantly clear. The Prince di Torremuzza 
has likewife (38) rendered the antiquity of this form 
of the Phoenician, or Punic, He inconteftable. All 
which confiderations being maturely weighed, and 
due attention given to the medals here defcribed} the 
power of the third element of the legend, or infcrip¬ 
tion, before me, will appear, I would flatter myfelf, 
to be fufficiently ascertained. 

(36) Edm. Chilhul. Infcript . Stg. Sig. Haverc. ubi (up, 

(37) Herodot. Thucyd. Polyb. Diod. Sic. Liv. Sfrab. Orof. 
Zonar. &c. 

(38) Prolegom . p. 39, 40. From the Sieulo-Pumc medafe 
mentioned in this paper, as well as many others, it feems clearly 
to appear, that the prefix was never annexed to the word Dy, 
AM, POPVLVS* on the Siculo-Punic coins, as M. Barthelemy 
has been pleafed to affert, but to the proper name of the place 
immediately following it. This, if allowed, muft be decifive in ia* 
vour of what I have formerly advanced, relative to the power of 
the charaSer taken by that learned antiquary for but by me 
for Mm. Pbilofoph. Tranfafl* Vol. LI V, p, 397, 


If 



[ 102 ] 

If what has been juft advanced fhould be admitted 
by the learned, they Will readily allow the oldeft 
forms of He on the antient Siculo-Punic coins, to have 
greatly refembled, or rather to have ’ been almoft per¬ 
fectly the fame with, thofe of that letter exhibited by 
the earlieft Phoenician, Samaritan, Greek, and Etruf- 
can, coins. Nor can any thing be more confonant to 
the faith of hiftory than fuch a notion. We cannot 
therefore fnppofe He to have refembled any of the 
forms of Mem, or rather to have been represented by 
one of thofe forms, as M. Barthelemy (39), without 
any juft grounds for his opinion, has actually fuppofed, 
as nothing teems more remote from truth than fuch 
a fuppofition. Antient hiftory, antient coins, and the 
reafon of the thing itfelf, notwithftanding his exalted 
merit, and the great figure he fojuftly makes in the 
republic of letters, decide the point in queftion molt 
clearly and evidently again ft him. 

Nor will it avail him to (40) aflert, that the Greek 
Coins of Menae differ in feveral refpeCts from thofe 
confidered by me in this paper; and that the (41) 
workmanfhip of the latter is better than that of the 
pieces which are the acknowledged productions of that 
city. For that the workmahfhip of feveral of the Punic 
and Phoenician coins is highly finifhed and elegant, and 
that the tafte and genius of thofe coins differ con- 
fiderably from the manner of thofe ftruck by the 
Greeks and the Romans, will not admit of a doubt. 

(39) Barthel. in Memoir, de Litierat. &c. de V Academ. des In • 
fcript. & Bell. Leitn &e. Tom. XXX. p. 409, 410, 411, 417 V 

(40) Barthel; Leitre a Monf. le Marquis Olivieri 3 &c. p. £ 8* 
£9. A Paris, 1766. 
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The former have not their reverfes diverfified by 
fuch a variety of fymbols as have the latter. The 
Carthaginians, in particular, feem to have adorned 
their medals with very few fymbols, or types > and 
thofe fuch as were, for the moft part, common to all 
the cities and towns fubjeCt to their republic. As the 
legend therefore, on the reverfe of the medal I 
have been endeavouring to explain, is clear and ex- 
prefs in favour of my explication, and plainly points 
out to u& the place where it was ftruck; the above- 
mentioned (42) objections, hinted at by M. l’Abbe, 
after what has been juft obferved, will fall to the 
ground of courfe, and not be allowed, by the beft 
and moft competent judges of the point in queftion, to 
have the leaft tendency to invalidate what has been 
advanced in favour of my opinion. 

Several curious particulars, not hitherto touched 
upon, are deducible frotn the coin, or rather my ex¬ 
plication of the coin, I have been confidering. But 
as I have already exceeded the limits propofcd to 
myfelf, when I began this paper, it is time to con¬ 
clude ; which I (hall beg leave to do, with affuring 
you, that 1 am, 


Good Sir, 

Your much obliged, 

and moft obedient, humble fervant. 


Cbrift-Charcb, Oxorr. 
OAcber 2, 1770. 


John Swinton. 


(42} Lettre a Matt/, k Marqmi Olivieri, ifc. p. 27, 28, 29. 


XIII. Extras! 



